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FLIGHT INVESTIGATION ON A FIGHTER-TYPE AIRPLANE OF FACTORS WHICH AFFECT
THE LOADS AND LOAD DISTRIBUTIONS ON THE VERTICAL TAIL SURFACES DURING
RUDDER KICKS AND FISHTAILS

By JomN BosmAR

SUMMARY

Resulis are presented of a flight investigation conducted on a
fighter-type airplane to determine the factors which affect the
loads and load distributions on the vertical tail surfaces wn
maneurers. An analysis 1s made of the data oblained in
steady flight, rudder Ficks, and fishtail maneurers.

For the rudder kicks, the significant loads were the “deflection
load’” resulting from an abrupt conirol deflection and the “dy-
namic load” consisting of a load corresponding to the new static
equilibrium condition for the rudder deflected plus a load due
to @ transient overshoot. The deflection load is proportional
to the angular acceleration which in turn is dependent upon
the rate and amount of control deflection and upon the direc-
tional response characteristics of the airplane. The dynamic
load had an angular acceleration load superposed on it as a
result of the rudder being reversed at the time of maximum
sideslip. The critical loads on the rudder were associated
with the deflection load, and those on the fin, with the dynamic
load.

The minimum time to reach the maximum control deflection
attainable by the pilot in any flight condition was found o be a
constant.

In the fishtail maneurers, it was found that the pilot tends to
deflect the rudder in phase with the natural frequency of the
airplane. At the condition of resonance the load on the fin
and that on the rudder are approxzimately 90° out of phase.
The marimum loads measured in fishtails were of the same
order of magnitude as those from a rudder kick in which the
rudder is returned to zero at the time of maximum sideslip.

INTRODUCTION

The problem of evolving methods for designing the tail
surfaces of fighter-type airplanes for the dynamic effects
which occur in maneuvers has received much attention in
recent years. In the case of the horizontal tail, methods by
which the loads may be determined for an arbitrary type
of elevator motion have been introduced (references 1 and 2)
and the type of control deflection to be assumed in design
has been specified (reference 3).

In the case of the vertical tail, however, the current design
specifications consider only steady-state conditions for loads
associated with a specified steady yaw or a specified rudder
angle. Indications have been that the loads on the vertical

tail are more eritical in maneuvers than in steady-flight
conditions. For instance, in reference 4, critical vertical-
tail loads in rolling pull-out maneuvers were shown to be
related to the ratio of aileron power and the static
directional-stability derivative of the airplane; whereas, in
reference 5 the dynamic loads in abrupt rudder kicks or in
fishtail maneuvers were shown to reach high values. For
some time, therefore, there has existed a need for a
systematic flight investigation to evaluate the factors which
influence the vertical-tail loads. :

The purpose of the present paper is to present the results
of a flight investigation of the factors which affect the loads
and the load distributions on the vertical tail surfaces in
rudder kicks and fishtail maneuvers. An attempt has been
made to isolate the effects of power, of speed, of initial side-
slip, and of rate, amount, and direction of control deflection.
Emphasis has been placed upon the presentation of the
experimental results in the light of theoretical considerations.

SYMBOLS
8, rudder deflection angle, degrees
8, maximum rate of rudder deflection, degrees per
second
& elevator deflection angle, degrees
B sideslip angle, degrees
£, pedal force, pounds
N, normal force on vertical tail, pounds
N, normal force on rudder, pounds
N, normal force on fin, pounds
Ny, first load peak on vertical tail, pounds
Ny first load peak on rudder, pounds

Ny, first load peak on fin, pounds

second load peak on vertieal tail, pounds
second load peak on rudder, pounds

Ny, second load peak on fin, pounds

Cx, normal-force coefficient on vertical tail (V,/gS,)
Cy, normal-force coefficient on rudder (V. /¢S,)
Cx, normal-force coefficient on fin (N,/¢S;)

With the foregoing symbols, the prefix A represents an
increment; for maneuvers, it indicates the maximum incre-
ment measured from the initial steady-flicht value; for
steady sideslip, it represents an increment measured from
the trim value for wings level,
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airspeed, miles per hour

equivalent airspeed, miles per hour (Veoi/%)

total vertical tail area, square feet 7

distance from center of gravity to rudder hinge line
(absolute value), feet

dynamiec pressure, pounds per square foot (—% pVZ)

moment of inertia about Z-axis, pound-foot-second?
thrust coefficient (T/p12D?)

propeller thrust, pounds

torque coefficient (/o V2D?®)

propeller torque, pound-feet

propeller diameter, feet

wing span, feet

wing area, square feet

pressure coefficient ({(p—p.)/q)

local static pressure

free-stream static pressure

vawing moment, foot-pounds

mass density of air, slugs per cubic foot ,
mass density of air at sea level, slugs per cubic foot
vawing-moment coefficient, tail off (V'/¢Sh)

maximum yawing velocity, radians per second

angular acceleration in yaw, radians per second ?

first maximum angular acceleration in yaw, radians
per second 2

second maximum angular acceleration in yaw,
radians per second 2

maximum pitching velocity, radians per second

first maximum angular acceleration in pitch, radians
per second ?

time interval during which maneuver is allowed to
continue before rudder is returned to zero,
seconds .

increment in angle of attack of vertical tail, degrees

rate of change of yawing-moment coeflicient with
sideslip angle (tail off)

measured rate of change of normal-force coefficient
on vertical tail with angle of sideslip, including
the effect of rudder deflection

rate of change of sideslip with change in rudder
angle (from steady sideslip measurements)

estimated rate of change of lift coefficient with con-
trol deflection for isolated vertical tail (1.10 per
radian}

estimated rate of change of lift coefficient with
angle of attack for isolated vertical tail (1.43 per
radian)

estimated rudder effectiveness (0.77)

DEFINITIONS

Deflection load: Maximum increment in load due to
abrupt control deflection at the start of maneuver (first load
peak).

Dynamic load: Maximum increment in load including
load due to the static balance condition for rudder deflected,
load due to transient overshoot, and load due to rudder re-
versal (second load peak).

U-type control manipulation: Hypothetical control manip-
ulation in which both the initial kick and the return of
rudder have the same amount and rate of control defleetion.

APPARATUS

Test airplane.~—The investigation was conducted on a
modified Curtiss P40K airplane which is a low-wing fighter
airplane with a gross weight of about 8200 pounds and
equipped with a V-1710-F4R Allison engine rated at 1000
horsepower at a pressure altitude of 10,800 feet. Figure 1
shows photographs of the test airplane. Figure 2 presents a
three-view drawing of the airplane; table I contains a list of
some pertinent geometric characteristics.

The military equipment, radio, and fuselage gas tanks were
removed to permit the installation of the recording instru-
ments. The airplane was flown with a center-of-gravity
location of 29.5 percent of the mean aerodynamic chord.

Tail surfaces.—In order to improve the directional stability
characteristics and to permit the pilot to fly more easily

T

~Sidestio~angle

{b) Side view.

Ficure 1.—Test airplane.
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FIeURE 2.—Three-view drawing of test airplane. List of geometric characteristics is given
in table I.

through the speed range with only one setting of the rudder-
trim tab, a fin extension was added (see fig. 3), and the fin
offset was changed from 1%° left to 0° offset as suggested in
reference 6. -

The horizontal tail surfaces were unchanged with the
exception of the fairing added at the juncture of the fin
and horizontal tail to cover the pressure lines. The amount
of protuberance of this fairing is shown in the photographs
in figure 4.

,maneuvers were made.

Orifices were installed opposite each other on the left and
right sides of the vertical tail at the locations shown in
figure 5.

Flight instruments.—Instruments installed to measure the
differential pressures, the conirol forces, the control deflec-
tions, and the motions of the airplane were as follows:

(1) Multicell manometers to measure the differential
pressures over the vertical tail surface at the points shown
in figure 5.

(2) An NACA airspeed recorder with the swivelling static
head located approximately one chord forward of the right
wing tip. (See fig. 1 (a).) -

(3) Control-force recorders which measured the forces

exerted by the pilot on thestick (aileron and elevator) and on

the rudder pedals.

(4) NACA electrical control-position recorders which
measured the elevator- and rudder-control positions at points
on these controls near the fuselage center line.

(5) A sideslip-angle recorder mounted appronmateh‘ one-
half chord above and one chord forward of the left wing
tip. (See fig. 1 (a).)

{6) Accelerometers which recorded transverse and normal
accelerations at points 59 and 152 inches behind the center
of gravity.

(7) Turnmeters which measured the angular velocities

in yaw, pitch, and roll.

(8) A timer used to synchronize &ll records.

Prior to each test the pilot noted the manifold pressure, the
pressure altitude, the airspeed, and the cockpif settings
of the rudder, elevator, and aileron trim tabs.

TEST PROGRAM

The test program may be divided into three parts: (1) tests
conducted to obtain steady-flight data, (2} tests in which
rudder kicks were made, and (3) tests in which fishtail
All speeds mentioned are equiva.lent
airspeeds.

Steady-flight runs. —TInasmuch as the vertical-tail loads on
an airplane are related to its steady-sideslip characteristics,
a number of steady-flight runs were made at various values
of steady sideslip and speed, and at two power conditions.
The data were recorded after the pilot had trimmed the
airplane at the test condition. Runs were obtained through
a speed range of 100 to 380 miles per hour with power on
(power for level flight or rated power when necessary) and
100 to 220 miles per hour with power off,

Rudder kicks,—Rudder kicks (single abrupt rudder deflec-
tions) are useful in the study of the directional stability
characteristics of an airplane and for the investigation of
the effects of rate, amount, and direction of control deflection
on the vertical-tail loads.

A total of approximately 50 Ieft and right rudder kicks
were made
measured. Of these runs, approximately 30 were kicks
from the wings-level condition and 20 were kicks againsi

during which pressure distributions were
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TIGURE 4—Vertical tail showing profile snd plan form of protuberance céused by fairlng over pressure lines.

an initial steady sideslip. The runs were made at speeds
of approximately 100, 200, and 300 miles per hour with power
on and power off. The rudder kicks were performed at
medium and fast rates from trimmed flight. In addition,
70 rudder kicks in which loads were not measured were
found to be useful in the analysis.

Fishtail maneuvers.—Fishtail maneuvers (periodic rudder
oscillations) were made with power off and power on at
speeds of 150 and 200 miles per hour during which the pilot

attempted to maximize the loads on the vertical tail. Also,
runs were made at 150 miles per hour during which the
pilot applied an abrupt rudder deflection against the swing
at the time of maximum yawing velocity. A second pilot
was asked to perform mild fishtail maneuvers at speeds
of 200, 250, 300, and 350 miles per hour. For this series
the pilot was free to use as much coordination as he wished so
that information would be obtained to evaluate the mancuver
under such conditions.
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Orifice location, percent chord from leading edge
Rib Chord —
(in.)
1 2 [ 3 a 6 T 8 9 10 11 12

34.0 1.3 31 20.4 52.6 65.9 76.2 39.4
49.2 4.1 10.2 35.6 45.8 52.9 58.9 73.2 90.4
63.2 3.8 13.3 26.4 37.8 44.8 52.8 57.6 68.7 §2.1 93. 4
75.0 3.1 6.0 0.4 16.3 2.8 4.1 5L7 56.4 €60.4 69.7 8L.1 95.7
2.6 7.4 37.1 63.3 £6.0
3L2 10.9 41,4 71.8 89.4
22.8 7.5 0.4 7.6

i

1

W
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FiaURE 5.—Location of orifices at which pressures were measured.
METHODS

Pressure distributions.—The records used in evaluating
the pressure distributions were read at time values which
would permit an aceurate time history to be represented.
The chordwise integrations were performed in two parts
so that the chordwise and spanwise loads could be obtained
separately for the fin and rudder. A numerical method
of obtaining the spaniwise center of load on the fin was used.

Other records.—The angle of sideslip for the steady-sideslip
results was corrected for the effect of inflow as deter-
mined from the results of a calibration flight in which similar
sideslip-angle recorders were installed on each wing tip.
This correction was not made for the sideslip-angle records
in the time histories since only incremental values were
used in the analysis and the angle of inflow correction was
nearly constant throughout the maneuver.

The only other corrections made were the compressibility
correction to the airspeed and the correction to the rudder
and elevator angles for the amount of trim-tab deflection
required to keep the wings in level trim.

The rate of control deflection and angular accelerations
were obtained by mechanically differentiating the control
deflection and the angular-veloecity records, respectively.

Separation of load components.—The method of separa-
tion of load components on the vertical tail was found to be
accomplished most conveniently by considering the load to
be made up of two components: one necessary to balance
the unstable wing-fuselage yawing moment in sideslip and
one due to yawing acceleration, or

AN,=AB a8 1°7, 7%,

(1

However, some use was also made of the expression for the
load in terms of effective angle of attack at the tail; that is,

dC,
AN,=Aq, <?01£>qu,

where, approximately,

(2)

The form of equation (1) is particularly useful in the
present case because both the parameter d(./d8 and the
factor Iy/r, were derivable from flight results as shown
subsequently herein and also because the maximum loads
could be defined when only the value of maximum yawing
acceleration ¢ and the maximum angle of sideslip AS were
known. '
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RESULTS AND DISCUSSION—STEADY FLIGHT

Wings level.—The pertinent data obtained from tests with
wings level are shown plotted in figures 6 and 7. Figure 6
shows the variation with speed of the amount of rudder,
elevator, and sideslip angle required to maintain wings level
for power on and power off. Figure 7 shows the variation
of the normal-force coefficients over the fin, rudder, and total
vertical tail, and the spanwise variation of center of load on
the fin with speed. These curves are typical for a single-
engine airplane. The variations shown in figures 6 and 7
are caused by the effects of propeller rotation in producing
a twisting slipstream and by a direct asymmetric thrust due
to the inclined propeller. With power off the variations
are probably the result of a windmilling propeller, par-
ticularly at speeds lower than 200 miles per hour where the
amount of blade adjustment possible is insufficient to
maintain the rotation of the constant-speed propeller.
The spanwise center of load on the fin moves outboard with
decreasing speed but, from consideration of the loads, this
movement with wings level is not very significant because
of the small bending moments involved.

Steady sideslip.—Steady-sideslip data are presented in
table II and in figures 8 to 12. The data are shown as
incremental values measured from the condition with wings
level.

Figure 8 presents the changes in rudder deflection, rudder
pedal force, and elevator deflection required for changes in
sideslip measured from the wings-level trim value. The incre-
ments in pedal force are shown as pedal-force factors, which
are obtained by dividing the pedal force by the dynamic
pressure so that the data from all speeds may be combined.
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FicurE 6.—Variation with equivalent airspeed of rudder and elevator control deflections
(for tab at zero} and angle of sideslip (corrected for inflow) reguired to maintain wings
level with power oo and power off.

The change in elevator angle required with a change in
sideslip results from a change in the pitching moment of the
airplane with sideslip. The variation of rudder angle with
angle of sideslip is seen to be approximately linear throughout
the speed range. Figure 9 presenis the variation of the
normal-force coefficient with sideslip for the rudder, fin, and
total vertical tail surface. The variations shown are con-
sistent with the trends of figure 8. The rate of change of
normal-force coefficient on the vertical tail with angle of

.y . (4G
sideslip (71?32
vertical tail to balance the unstable yawing moment of the

wing-fuselage configuration. From this value the parameter
dC,./d8 may be obtained:as

dCy_ (d0y\ 2, S,
B\ dB /., b S

is used to define the load required on the

k4

Figure T0 presents isometric views of the pressure distribu-
tion over the vertical tail at various incremental values of
sideslip for power on at an airspeed of 220 miles per hour,
The spanwise load distributions on the fin and rudder corres-
ponding to the isometric diagrams of figure 10 are shown in
figure 11.
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Figure 12 shows the variation of spanwise center of load
on the fin with change in sideslip from the wings-level trim
value at airspeeds of 100, 160, and 220 miles per hour. With
change in sideslip from the wings-level condition, according
to ficure 12, an inboard movement of the spanwise center of
load occurs which is probably a result of the displacement
of the tail from the region of greatest fuselage boundary
layer.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION—RUDDER EICES

TIME HISTORIES

Data pertaining to the rudder kicks are plotted in figures 13
to 41. The data for all the rudder kicks are shown in
tables IIT and IV. Before a detailed analysis of the loads is
made, it would be of value to note the general nature of the
airplane motion and the sequence of events. For this pur-
pose typical time histories of the measurements are shown in
figures 13 to 18. :

Figures 13 and 15 present the time histories of right and
left rudder kicks, respectively, made at airspeeds of 100, 200,
and 300 miles per hour with power on. The normal load on
the fin, rudder, and total vertical tail surfaces associated
with these measurements are shown in figures 14 and 16.
Time histories for two rudder kicks applied against initial
steady sideslips to the left and right made at airspeeds of 200
miles per hour are shown in figure 17 and corresponding
normal loads on the vertical tail surfaces, in figure 18.
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. FiaUGRE 10.—Isometric views of pressure distribution over vertical tail surface at various

increments of sideslip for wings in level flight at 220 miles per hour and with power on.
Airplane lift coefficient, 0.28; T.=0.03; @.=0.004



498

—————

-

| ag=-z2

e

—

|| ag=-104

—~/100 0 100
Load/ft, /b

——— Rudder

REFPORT NO. 885—NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE FOR AERONAUTICS

1
Fir
i
4
\L
_>\
{
|
Tt
I
Al
\
- AF=9.85 \l
T/
/
4
—l100 o 100

Load/ft ib

FioURE 11.—Spanwise load distributions on fin and rudder corresponding to the isometrics of figure 10.

From a study of the time histories the following sequence
of events and items of interest may be observed:

(1) Before the maneuver is started, the airplane is in steady
trim flight as indicated by the constant initial values of the
variables.

(2) After the application of an abrupt pedal force a lag
of the order of a fraction of a second occurs before the rudder
begins to respond because of flexibility in the control system.

(3) The airplane begins to yaw as soon as the rudder is
deflected.

(4) The greatest rate of change of yawing velocity (the
maximum yawing acceleration) following the rudder

deflection occurs before the value of sideslip has changed
from the trim condition.

(5) The time interval from the start of the mancuver to
the time the maximum yawing velocity is reached is, roughly,
inversely proportional {o the airspeed.

The time histories show that an appreciable amount of
pitching is induced during the maneuver. With right rudder
deflection the pitching is nose-down and with left rudder
deflection it is nose-up. The pitching is caused primarily by
two effects; namely, the precessional moment which results
from yawing the propeller disk and the change in airplane
pitching moment with sideslip. The precessional effect
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leads the effect of sideslip by a phase relation of approxi-
mately 90° since it depends upon the yawing velocity rather
than the angle of yaw. Also, the sign of the precessional
pitching moment depends upon the direction of yawing;
whereas the sign of the airplane pitching moment due to
stdeslip is negative regardless of sideslip direction, as is shown
by the variation of elevator required with sideslip (fig. 8).
The net effects are additive for right rudder Ikicks and can-
celing for left rudder kicks. This result explains the phase
difference between the yawing-velocity curve and the pitching-
velocity curve for left and right rudder kicks. The com-
bined effects for right rudder kicks produce a decrement in
vertical acceleration as high as approximately 1.7g at the
center of gravity, as is indicated by figure 13 ().

The time histories of the loads on the vertical tail surfaces
(figs. 14, 16, and 18} exhibit the same general characteristics
as the load variation on the horizontal tail following an
abrupt elevator deflection. The first significant feature is
the load peak due to the abrupt deflection of the rudder.
This first load-peak increment is termed the “deflection
load” herein. The second feature indicated by the load
time histories is the build-up of load in the opposite direction
as the airplane responds to the unbalance created by the
control deflection. In seeking to assume a new statie

equilibrium position & transient ‘“‘overshoot’” oceurs, the
magnitude of svhich is a funetion of the dynamic lateral
stability of the airplane. The maximum balance load thus
consists of a static-balance trim value and a transient load.
This second load-peak inerement is referred to as the
“dynamic load.”

The load variation with time on the rudder and fin shows
that the rudder carries most of the deflection load; whereas
the fin carries most of the dynamic load.

The deflection load and dynamic load will be discussed
separately, use being made of the breakdown of the load
mto the component necessary to balance the unstable yawing
moment of the wing-fuselage combination and that associated
with the yawing acceleration. (See section entitled
“Methods.”) A time history of the component of load due
to each factor and a comparison of the combined effects
with the measured vertical-tail loads is shown in figure 19
for flight 11a, run 1. As expected, the agreement is particu-
larly good since the parameter d(C,/d8 (already shown) and
the factor Iz/z, were determined with the aid of experimental
results. The details of determining I,/z, will be given in the
following section.

In the subsequent discussion the definitions illustrated in
figure 20 may be helpful.

DEFLECTION LOAD

General relations.—In the deflection load, as shown in
figure 19, the component of load necessary to balance the
unstable wing-fuselage moments in sideslip is absent and
the deflection load is defined by the angular-acceleration
component only; therefore, when the values of the first
yawing acceleration ¥, the moment of inertia of the airplane
Iz, and the tail length z, are known, the load may be de-
termined by the relation

I, -
Al\rcl = I_,-_-Z "5’/1

This relation is shown in figure 21 in which the maximum
yawing acceleration ¢; is seen to be linearly related to the
experimentally determined deflection load. This curve,
then, is an experimental determination of the factor I/x,.
Inasmuch as figure 21 shows that such a definite relationship
exists, it will be used in the subsequent analysis to determine
the deflection load from the value of yawing acceleration
only. This relationship permits determination of tail loads
by use of the rudder-kick data presented in table IV for
which direct tail-load measurements were not available,

As an introduction to the factors which affect the magni-
tude of the deflection load, it is convenient to consider two
extremes of control manipulation—zero and infinite rates
of rudder deflection. Vyhen the rate of rudder deflection is
zero or very slow, the airplane will adjust itself to a new
static equilibrium position as each infinitesimal increment of
unbalance is impressed and the deflection load will be zero



500 REPORT_NO. 885—NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE FOR AERONAUTICS

S00
200
Egquivolent
oirspeed,
mph 100
0
& ——Flevator
. ——Aileront— i
Stick force, _ No record
1] a e S =
~ 3\_ _ A
\
-20 =
200
Left ’
Pedol force, o o a——
7 ] [ N
Ny 1]
\./ \
4
-400
Left — =g
Down e e N -‘—;(’ ~ = <] \—‘_f -1
Controt position, i
deg =0 /
- — Audder
20 \m - I/evofor
]
20
Aight
Angle of 0
sidestip,
aeg A— ™ . \/
e
-£0
2
. Right =< S\
ransverse " ’ Lo o
accelerotion, g = i — e \
g —_c
-
——=7ai/
-2 —1
- .
. Lp
Ver ticol ~— ~ I
acceleration, o \\ — \\\
2]
———— T = 1 \//
———fouf
-2 b
Nose up ' Yow
Mose right = = =Pitch
Angutar o Lo L \
velocities, N ey // == 7
radians/sec ~4 ~ LY ]
4 _7 7
Pl (o - @ N~
-/ 7] / 2 3 0 7 2 37 7] / £ 3 =
7ime, sec
(a) Flight 6, run 6; V=100 miles per hour. (b) Flight 8b, run 3; V=200 miles per hour. (¢) Flight 11a, run 1; V,=300 miles per hour.

Fi1gurE 13,—Time histories of three abrupt rudder kicks to the right made at Ve=100, 200, and 3(]0:mi1es per bour with power on.

regardless of the amount of control deflection or the airplane | equal to that on an isolated tail with a value corresponding
stability or mass characteristics. When the rate of rudder | to the amount of control deflection attained, that is,
deflection is infinite, however, because of the inertia about

the Z-axis, the lift is experienced before the airplane can AN, __<c_3g£) A8.0S

respond and the deflection load becomes approximately 1T\ G5, /0o
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FIcTRE 14.—Time histories of normal forces on vertical tail surfaces for right rudder kicks of
figure 13.

For actual cases where the rate of deflection is between zero
and infinity, the deflection load is dependent upon the rate
of deflection, amount of deflection, and the response
characteristies of the airplane.

For an airplane of given characteristics the amount of
control deflection that can be applied and the response
characteristics of the airplane are, in general, fixed so that
it becomes convenient to consider the rate of control deflee-
tion as the prime determinant of the deflection load. The
deflection load thus involves a determination of (1) the
maximum rate of control deflection the pilot employs and
(2) the load corresponding to this maximum rate.

Rate of control deflection.—From the many rudder kicks
performed in this investigation some information was
obtained which pertained to the rate at which the controls
were deflected. It is to be emphasized thut these are the
rates that the pilot actually used, which may or may not be
those of which he is physically capable.

Data pertaining to the maximum rate at which the pilot
deflects the rudder is shown in figures 22 (a), 23 (a), and
24 (a) for kicks made from the wings-level condition and in
figures 22 (b), 23 (b), and 24 (b) for kicks against an initial
sideslip.

$53026—50——33

“In figure 22 (a), the rates of control deflection are shown
plotted against airspeed for all rudder kicks made from the
wings-level condition and in figure 23 (a) the rates are plotted
against the maximum incremental pedal force. The faired
lines in figure 23 (a) define the envelope of the maximum
rate of control deflection attained. The maximum rate of
deflection is noted to decrease with increase of pedal force,
or amount of resistance to deflection. This result is in agree-
ment with the results of tests made on the ground to deter-

mine the rates of elevator deflection used by a number of __

pilots (reference 7). On the basis of the relation indicated
in figure 23 (a), the envelope describing the maximum rate
(fig. 22 (a)) can be explained by the amount of resistance
encountered. For instance, the rate of control deflection
is greatest for the condition of power off and low speed.
In figure 24 (a) the ratio of rate of control deflection and
amount of conirol deflection is plotted against speed for
power on and power off. This figure shows that the ratio
5,/A8, approaches an upper limit of 10; the reciprocal of this
ratio signifies that the minimum time to reach the highest
control deflection the pilot can attain at each flight condition
is a constant equal to 0.1 second. The conclusion that the
ratio Ad,/8, is a constant may be deduced from the fact that
both the maximum amount of deflection the pilot ecan attain
AS, and the maximum rate of deflection &, are proportional
to the same factor (the pedal force). It should be pointed
out here that the rate of control deflection 5, used in the ratio
is the maximum measured during each rudder kick (see
symbols) so that the minimum time value is derived from
values of the ratio, which are themselves minimums.
Similar data obtained from the rudder kicks against an
initial sideslip are presented superposed on the data ob-
tained from kicks made from the wings-level condition in
figures 22 (b), 23 (b), and 24 (b). It is shown in both
figures 22 (b) and 23 (b) that the rates of deflection are
higher than the maximums defined by the envelope for the
data for rudder kicks from the wings-level condition. This
result is obtained because the increment in pedal forece is
measured from the initial sideslip value, which in this case
is an untrimmed value, so that a resistance to deflection is
indicated that is higher than actually exists. Actually, the
rudder tends to move toward the frim position of its own
accord when the pilot releases it to apply opposite rudder.

Figure 24 (b) shows that the time to reach the maximum rud-

der deflection is the same constant value as that obtained by
rudder kicks from the wings-level condition. In this case,
the greater rates are evidently balanced by a greater incre-
ment of control deflection. )

Deflection load associated with maximum rate of control
deflection.—The maximum deflection load per unii rudder
deflection is shown plotted against dynamic pressure in
figure 25 and is compared with the value computed from the
geometric parameters of the tail for an infinite rate of deflec-
tion. The loads with power on are shown to be greater than
the computed values at the lower speeds due to the fact that
for the computed values the dynamic pressure at the tail
was assuined to be equal to the free-stream dynamic pressure.
At high speeds the actual maximum load experienced is
almost 100 percent of that for an infinite rate of control
deflection for this airplane.
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FiGURE 16,—Time histories of normal force on vertical tail surfaces for left rudder kicks of figure 15.

As previously mentioned, the maximum rate of control

AS,
deflection 5— =0.1 is based upon the assumption of a linear-

type control deflection which has a constant rate equal to the
measured maximum rate. This assumed control deflection
compared with a typical flight control deflection is shown in
figure 26 (a). In figure 26 (b) the theoretical effect of rate
of rudder movement on the deflection load is shown. The
computations were made for the linear-type control deflec-
tion by the method indicated in reference 5. The figure
shows the deflection load in percent of the load for an in-
finite rate of deflection -Aéir=0 plotted against the time to

r -
reach maximum deflection Aé§./5,. For the maximum rate

of control deflection used by the pilot (a minimum time to
reach maximum deflection of 0.1 sec) the Joad at 100 miles
per hour is almost equal to that for a infinite rate of deflec-
tion. At higher speeds the rate becomes more critical in
that the airplane responds more rapidly; however, even at a
speed of 300 miles per hour the deflection load for a control

deflection completed in 0.1 second is approximately 95
percent of that for an infinite rate.

DYNAMIC LOAD

General relations.—In figure 19 time histories of the com-
ponent of load on the tail associated with the angular
acceleration and the component due to sideslip are shown
for one run, together with a comparison of the time histories
of the summation of the components and the measured
vertical-tail load. In figure 27 the measured dynamic loads
are shown compared with the load computed from the
relation b L '
AN_,2 Aﬁ S Z ¥ o

The data for rudder kicks against sideslip (fig. 27 (b))} are
noted to have & slightly different slope from those of rudder
kicks from the wings-level condition (fig. 27 (a)). The
difference is presumed to be a result of differences in the
action of secondary effects such as damping in roll or linear
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T16URE 17.—Time histories of left and right rudder kicks against left and right sideslips, respectively, at V=200 miles per hour with power on.

acceleration. The comparisons, however, indicate that
for the test sirplane the equation adequately represents the
dynamic-loads data. Thus the dynamic load fellowing a
rudder kick may be easily determined if the maximum value
of sideslip AB and yawing acceleration ¢, are available.

which affect the angle of sideslip and the angular acceleration

attained.
Angle of sideslip.—For steady sideslips the amount of

sideslip at{ained by a given rudder angle is proportional to
the factor dg/ds, (fig. 8). In abrupt rudder kicks, however,
for an airplane with less than eritical damping, a transitory
angle of sideslip which is greater than the final steady sideslip
will occur. For the case of zero directional damping and an
abrupt rudder. deflection, this transitory angle of sideslip
would amount to twice the steady-state value of sideslip for
the same rudder angle or 2(dB/ds,).

" The test airplane has low directional damping (as do most

i
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FIGURE 18.—Time histories of normal force on vertical tail surfaces for rudder kicks against
initial sideslip of figure 17.

conventional airplanes) so that an overshoot resulting in a
magnification factor of 1.5 to 2.0 over the steady-state value
is to be expected. An approximate value of this factor for
the test airplane may be obtained from figure 28 (a) which
shows a plot of the ratio of angle of sideslip reached in rudder
kicks to the value which would be reached in steady sideslips
with the same rudder angle. At speeds of 100 and 200 miles
per hour the full magnification factor is not reachod because
the rudder generally is reversed before the maneuver has
continued long enough for the potential sideslip angle to be
realized. The early rudder reversal relative to the time of
maximum sideslip is shown in the time histories of the rudder
kicks made at low speed (see fig. 13) and the computed effect
of various times of rudder reversal on the sideslip reached is
shown in figure 28 (b). At 300 miles per hour the rudder,
in geueral, was held long enough for the full sideslip to be
realized so that the magnification factor of approximately 1.5
obtained at this speed is believed to be near the true value
for the test airplane.

Angular acceleration.—The maximum angular acceleration
¥, is made up of the superposition of a component that is
proportional to the amount of overshoot and a component
resulting from the reversal of the rudder. The component
due to the amount of overshoot depends upon the amount of
damping, being zero for the case of critical damping and
equal to the deflection angular acceleration ; for zero
damping. The component of angular acceleration due to
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FiGUrrE 19.—Comparison of measured load on vertical tail with sum of component of load
necessary [0 balance wing and fuselage moments and component associated with yawing
acceleration for fight 11z, run 1 (figs. 13 and 14). Ve-=300 miles per howur.

rudder reversal is dependent upon the rate and amount of
control deflection in the same manner as is the deflection
angular acceleration. If the reversal deflection has the same
rate and amount as the initial deflection (U-type rudder man-
ipulation), the reversal component will exactly equal the de-
flection angular acceleration ¥,.

The two parts making up the yawing acceleration ¥, are
indicated in figure 29 in which the time histories of the load
associated with the yawing aceeleration only are shown for
two rudder kicks in which the rudder was returned to zero
after different time intervals. The time history for run 5
indicates the maximum angular acceleration without the
reversal; whereas In run 6 the rudder was reversed at the
time of maximum sideslip so that the maximum yawing
acceleration includes the effect of rudder reversal. From this
figure it is evident that the rudder kick in which the maneuver
was stopped earlier results in higher loads because of the
superposition of the two yawing-acceleration components
near the time of their maximum values.
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In order to indicate the Iikelihood with which the angular
accelerations superpose at their maximum values, the ratio
of the second peak angular acceleration to_the first peak ¥2/¢
is shown plotted against speed in figure 30 (a).  In general,

an approach of the ratio to a factor of 2 would indicate that

the angular acceleration components superposed at their
peaks; without the reversal component the ratio would be
less than 1.0 since the overshoot component of ¢ alone will
always be less than the deflection value. Strictly speaking
this value is obtained only for U-type control manipulation
and, as indicated by some high values of the ratio (as high
as 2.45), the rudder was returned past the trim position in
some cases. The time histories (figs. 13 and 15) indicate,
however, that although the rudder reversal was made at
rates and amounts sometimes greater and sometimes less
than the initial rudder kick the U-type mampulatlon repre—
sents an average type.

The computed effect of the time interval during which the
rudder is held upon the manner of superposition of the angular
acceleration components is shown in figure 30 (b).

The data of figure 30 (a) show that at 300 miles per hour
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the average of the components of angular acceleration due
to overshoot and rudder reversal superpose near their maxi-
mum values and also that the U-type rudder manipulation
is not an unduly conservalive one as is sometimes felt in the
specification of control motions.

- Estimate of maximum value for dyna,mlc load from flight
data.—An approximate formula for the estimation of the
order of magnitude of the dyrnamic load would assist in
assessing the relative significance of the factors involved.
For this purpose the expression for the load on the vertical
tail in terms of an effective angle of attack is most convenient;

that is, 10
N02= AO’!V <7a“£i>nggy

Lo+ )]s

This expression is adequate when maximum values are con-
sidered inasmuch as the angular velocity is zero at the time
of maximum 8; also, the sidewash factor may be assumed Lo
be zero.
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The angle of sideslip attained in a rudder kick may be

written as
k (ds’,) AS;

where d8/ds, is the measured slope as obtained from steady
sideslips and k& is a magnification factor which, as noted
previously, would range from a value of 1 for a critically
damped airplane to & value of 2 for zero damping. Thus,

ds /dC, dc,
AN =1 S8 (4 )Aa S+ )Aa,qs

B=

For the critical case of a rudder reversal at the time of
maximum dynamic load the term — (dé[) A8qS, is added

If the reversal is assumed to be made
al an infinite rate and to be equal to the initial deflection,
the load becomes

dﬁ acy
AN, =—1 95 (2 )A&,QS,
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For the test airplane dB/ds, is approximately equal to 1.5
(fig. 8) and as an upper-limit value, #=2.0. The comparison

of the measured load with the load computed from the

approximate formula is shown by the line in figure 31.
LOAD DISTRIBUTION

In order to furnish a general picture of the distribution of
load during a rudder kick, isometric views of the pressure
distribution over the vertical tail during right and left rud-
der kicks arve shown in figure 32. The figure shows the
distributions on the vertieal tail for steady flight, the time
of maximum deflection load, an intermediate point in the
maneuver, and the time of maximum dynamic load. Tt can
be seen from this figure and the time histories (figs. 14, 16,
and 18} that the rudder carries most of the defliection load
and that the fin carries most of the dynamic load. As
regards the chordwise distribution of load, all types of dis-
tributions appear to occur during the rudder kick. The de-
flection load represents the zero-yaw full-rudder load; the
intermediate point during the maneuver is the balance-type
load; and the maximum dynamic load is a high angle-of-
attack type of load with high leading-edge pressures.

Distribution of load between rudder and fin—Further
information on the distribution of the load between the
rudder and fin is given in figures 33 and 34. A comparison
of the magnitude of the deflection load on the rudder with
that on the total vertical tail is shown In figure 33 (a) for
rudder kicks from the wings-level condition and in figure

33 (b) for rudder kicks against initial sideslip. As shown

by the time histories of figures 14 and 16 the maximum de-
flection load on the rudder occurs after the maximum on the
total vertical tail so that the load values plotted in figure

33 do not necessarily oceur at the same time. From figure
33, the Ioad on the rudder is found to be approximately
equal to the total deflection load. For the high loads which
were attained at 300 miles per hour the rudder deflection
load is actually greater than that on the total vertical tail.

This condition results from & combination of the lower rate

of control deflection with the more rapid airplane response,
with the consequence that the airplane starts to vaw before
the rudder has completed its travel. The yawing velocity
imposes a load on the fin that is opposite to the rudder load
and results in a lower net load on the tail. This effect is
itlustrated in figure 32 by the higher pressures on the rudder
at an intermediate point during the maneuver rather than
at the time of maximum vertical-tail deflection load.

A comparison of the dynamic load carried by the fin with
that carried by the total vertical tail is shown in figure 34 (a)
for rudder kicks from the wings-level condition and in figure

34 (b) for rudder kicks against steady sideslip. The fin is

shown to carry approximately 90 percent of the dynamic
load in rudder kicks from the wings-level condition and
about 100 percent of the dyanmic load in kicks against
sideslip. When the fin carries a load greater than 100
percent, the total load includes a rudder load in a direction
opposite to that on the fin.
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Spanwise and chordwise load distribution.—The span-
wise load distributions on the fin at the time of maximum
fin load and on the rudder at the time of maximum rudder
load are presented in figure 35 for power on and figure 37
for power off for the most severe rudder kicks made in each
direction and at each test speed. The symbols in these
figures are used to distinguish chordwise-load points of two
runs having approximately the same_value of load. The
chordwise pressure distributions over rib V (fig. 5) obtained
at times corresponding to the times for which the spanwise
load distributions are shown are presented in figures 36
and 38.

Figure 39 shows that the spanwise center of load on the
fin varies slightly depending upon the direction of kick as
well as upon the airspeed. On an average, the spanwise
center of load is 10 percent farther outboard than the air-
load distribution for which. the surfaces were designed.
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The chordwise load distributions in figures 36 and 38 show
that (except at an airspeed of 100 mph) the maximum fin load
is, in general, associated with a small value of load on the
rudder, whereas the maximum rudder load oceurs during an
intermediate point in the maneuver when the fin has some
load due to yawing.

LOAD DIAGRAMS

The construction of load diagrams for the vertical tail
surfaces may be made by the use of the foregoing results.
For instance, the deflection load was shown to be critical for
the rudder. At high speeds the total deflection load was less
than the load for an infinite rate of control deflection (see fig.
25) but the load on the rudder was greater than 100 percent
of the deflection load, and it is therefore reasonable to assume
that the critical rudder load may be equal to the total
deflection load at an infinite rate of control deflection. Thus,

dCy

AN,=A5, ‘CE; ,

S,

In figure 40 (a) the load computed by this equation is shown
to compare well with the masimum values of measured rudder
loads.

The dynamic load was found to be critical for the fin.
The load on the fin may be expressed as some fraction & of
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the dynamic load. The factor K may be determined from
the geometric characteristics of the tail for the assumption of
a hypothetical control motion in which the rudder is returned
to zero at the time of maximum sideslip; that is,

AN, =K AN,
[ dB Al
_A[—A o E)lAa,gS,,:I

For the test airplane the factor K for this condition was
shown to be 90 percent in rudder kicks from the wings-level
condition (fig. 34 (a)).

In figure 40 this relation is shown on the basis of the load
per degree rudder deflection against dynamic pressure along
with experimental values. In the calculations the magnifica-

-

] d
tion factor & was assumed fo be 2.0 and d—§=1.a.

The load diagram in figure 41 was constructed from the
preceding formulas. The dashed lines show computed loads

f
1
{
g
H i
i \
b }
z |
L i
& Q
\\ 'l
\ {
H
[a] i
1
1
1
1
9
{
Right rudder kick {
Leff rudder AiChk  —————— <
¥
,/ \ T
P
// Q\\\
l, \\
7 ?
i 1
I I
i 1
I ]
P 3
} 4
H v
i i ¢
y 18
kN 1Y
\\ §
~ 1
e @
(o] |
]
1
i
P
I’
’
,l
>
o T A
e \
il Ng é.q
,II \\

/ \\\
F o N
H 1
I 1
1 §
! }

«’,0 Q Cév
i I
! i
: ,f
R © v,‘o
\\ H
e i
~.. I
"~ 13
~—— i
- 3 o
(e} !
1
1
1
F
,I
//
7/
F
I3
i
<00 a 400 200 Q 200
Load/ft b Loadfft, b
Firr Ruckifer

(2} V.=100 miles per hour.
(b) V.=200 miles per hour,
(¢) V.=300 miles per hour.
FlaURE 35.—Spanwise load distributions on the fin and rudder for the time of maximum load
on each surface during rudder kicks at ¥,=100, 200, and 300 miles per bour with power on.
Symbols show chordwise loads.



. N . 77
Distributions ot ':|
times of moximum !
incremental lood !
On fin ;
1
i
1
\

<= On rudder

-

Q

Pressure coefficient, P
-

~—

Right rudder kick

“left rudder hick
(a) V.=100 miles per hour.
(b} V.=200 miles per hour.
(¢} V=300 miles per hour,

FIGURE 36.—Chordwise pressure distributions over rib V (see fig. 5) for spanwise load distri-
butions of figure 35.

for two pedal forces and the points represent the largest

experimental values obtained at equivalent airspeeds of 200

and 300 miles per hour.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION—FISHTAIL MANEUVER

Vertical-tail failures have occurred on military airplanes
during evasive action or fishtail maneuvers. Some concern
has therefore been expressed about including the fishtail
maneuver as a critical design condition because the weight
penalty for adequate strength was considered prohibitive.
In addition, there was for a time an impression among some
designers that the vertical tail could fail on any airplane if
the rudder were deflected in a sinusoidal manner at the
natural frequency of the airplane. Consequently, it seemed
to be in order that a specification be made as to how far the
maneuver was to be continued. For this purpose, an analo-
gous system which is familiar in simple dynamics may be
used to furnish useful information concerning the fishtail
maneuvers.
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CONSIDERATIONS FROM SIMPLE DYNAMICS

As was pointed out in reference 5, the fishtail maneuver
can be assumed to be a flat yawing maneuver so that the
solution to this problem might be equivalent to that for a
linear single-spring system. A brief review of well-known
results of the spring system from simple dynamies will there-
fore furnish a useful background. The curves shown in
figure 42 (taken from reference 8) apply to the case of an
external sinusoidsal force acting upon the spring system.

Figure 42 (a) shows the amplitude magnification factor
plotted against the ratio of the frequency of the impressed
force to the natural frequency of the system for systems hav-
ing different ratios of damping to critical damping. In figure
42 (b) the phase relation between the impressed force and
the amplitude is presented for the same conditions. In
terms of what happens in the fishtail maneuvers the foliow-
ing observations may be made from this figure.

(1} For an airplane with some damping the sideslip (or
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FIGURE 39.—Variation with equivalent zirspeed of the spanwise center of load on the fin af
the time of maxmum fin load for most severe rudder kicks with power on and power off.

amplitude) magnification will reach a finite equilibrim value
even for the case of a rudder oscillation having the same
frequency as the airplane. The amount of magnification is
dependent upon the ratio of the damping to the critical
damping and, of course, upon the frequency at which the
rudder is deflected relative to the natural frequency of the
airplane.

(2) The rudder angle (or foreing function) is out of phase
with the angle of sideslip (or amplitude) by an amount de-
pending upon the amount of relative damping. At reso-
nance, however, the phase relation is always 90°. For
resonance, therefore, for a perfect fishtail, the rudder angle
will be zero at the time of maximum sideslip and maximum
at the point of zero sideslip.

It should be noted at this point that these curves could
have been derived in terms of loads in which case the magni-
fications of figure 42 (a) would then be expressed in terms of
load magnification. For the case where the Impressed
frequency is the same as the airplane frequency, in which
case the rudder deflection would be zero at the time of
maximum sideslip (fig. 42 (b)), the expression for the load
in a fishtail maneuver would become

de,
AZ\’Tsz: -—ﬁ <d_ab>gg83
ANALYSIS OF TESTS

The results obtained during the fishtail investigation are

given in table V. The first eight of these fishtails were
slightly artificial since the pilot deliberately tried to obtain
high tail loads, whereas the last four were made in as natural .

and comfortable a manner as possible.

The first set of maneuvers was intended to show how
critical the maneuver could be if the pilot deliberately tried
to work the rudder control at the same frequency as the air-
plane frequency in order to reach high angles of yaw. The
time histories of these maneuvers are presented in figures 43
and 44 for the power-on and power-off maneuvers made at
150 and 200 miles per hour, respectively. In figure 45 are
presented power-on and power-off fishtail maneuvers in

which the pilot kicked the rudder against the swing at the

point of maximum yawing velocity. All of these maneuvers
(figs. 43 to 45) were very uncomfortable to the pilot because
of the severe pitching which resulted.
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The second set of tests consisted of the fishtail maneuvers
in which a different pilot performed a mild fishtail maneuver
in as comfortable a manner as possible. These maneuvers are
presented in figures 46 and 47 at speeds of 200 and 250 miles
per hour and 300 and 350 miles per hour, respectively.

A study of the time histories of the fishtail maneuvers
yields the following deductions:

(1) The maneuvers in which the pilot was iree to coordi-
nate the controls show that the pitching was very much less,

with the result that the maneuver was
uncomfortable.

(2) Within only one cycle of rudder motion the loads
attain values close to the maximum measured during the
whole maneuver.

(3) As the maneuver continues, the load on the rudder
tends to bear the 90° phase relation with the load on the fin.
This result is indicated in figure 42 (b) for the condition of
resonance.

not particularly
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{4) The abrupt rudder deflection applied against the maxi-
mum velocity of swing results in high rudder loads {fig. 45).
If the rudder is moved against the airplane swing, the phase
relation of the rudder and fin loads is disturbed so that the
loads become additive.

Frequency of rudder operation Wlth relation to frequency
of airplane.—One of the points of interest in the fishtail tests
was to note whether, as might be expected, the pilot tends to
move the rudder in phase with the airplane frequency. In
order to obtain the average rudder frequency for each
maneuver, the actual control manipulation was arbitrarily
approximated by a sine function. The rudder control de-
flections for all 12 runs are shown in figure 48 in nondimen-
sional form; the actual control deflection was divided by the
amplitude of the sine curve used in the approximation of the
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motion. The assumed sine curves are also shown. The
natural frequency f, of the airplane was computed from the

expression o

E[
fn :),.’\ T4

where K, and K. are determined from the serodynamic
characteristics of the airplane and are defined by equation
(5) of reference 5.

Inasmuch as the period 1/f, is 2 more usual way of pIottmg
the airplane response, the data are shown plotted in that man-
ner in figure 49.
maneuvers made by the pilot when his actions were unre-
stricted (symbols with tails) were as close to the airplane
period as those maneuvers in which he attempted to work
the controls at the same period as the airplane. Although
the control deflections are irregular, the results indicate that
the pilot does tend to work the controls in phase with the
airplane frequency in performing a fishtail.

From this figure it is seen that the fishtail
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TFIGURE 44,—Time histories of measurements recorded during power-on and power-off fishtails at 200 miles per hour.
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FicURE 49.—Period of rudder motion compared with sirplane period
computed for rated power and power off.

Comparisons between measured and estimated load.—
A comparison of the measured loads with those computed on
the basis of the theory of flat yawing (reference 5) is pre-
sented in figure 50, which shows the maximum tail load
measured per degree of rudder deflection during each run.
Mean amplitudes of rudder deflection were used to obtain
the experimental values of load per degree. Also included
in figure 50 is a line corresponding to the load per degree for
a control motion in which the rudder was assumed to be
returned to trim at the time of maximum sideslip. Figure 50
shows that the loads measured during the fishtail did not
reach the computed resonant value but were more nearly
equal to the values given by the equation representing the
hypothetical U-type econtrol motion.

LOAD DISTRIBUTIONS

The fishtail maneuvers, as indicated by simple dynamics,
vield an angle-of-attack load with rudder at zero deflection
plus a zero-yaw full-rudder load according to the phase
relations indicated by figure 42 (b).

Figure 51 presents the spanwise load distributions over the
rudder and fin at various times during the power-on fishtail
maneuvers of figures 43, 44, and 45. The spanwise and
chordwise load distributions over fin and rudder and chord-
wise load distributions over rib V during the fishtails of
figures 46 and 47 are presented in figures 52 and 53, respec-
tively. Figure 54 (a) presents the center of load on the fin
at the times of maximum loads on the fin during the fishtail
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F1GURE 30— Variation of maximum measured vertical tail load per degree with dynamic pressure as compared with computed variation for conditfon of resonance, Dashed line represents
variation for one cycle of U-t¥pe eonfrol maniputation.
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FIGURE 51.—Spanwise load distributions aver the rudder and fin at various times during the power-on fishtails of figures 43, 44, and 45,



LOADS AND LOAD DISTRIBUTIONS ON THE VERTICAL TAIL SURFACES DURING RUDDER EKICES AND FISHTAILS 531

Load[fF, 16
100 0 00

/

PO{\

e

—/% Chord —él
Q.7 sec
5
&
—
’ 1€ sec

=T

3.2 sec

;
()

(a) Flight 26, run 1; V=200 miles per hour.

Load[ft, Ib
/00 o /00

\

/
r

Of\

e

7 k—— Chord -——>|

Il sec

_—
3
» (\M
L8 sec -
J, v

3/ sec

D
o

(b) Flight 26, run 2; V=250 miles per hour.

FIGTRE 52.—Spanwise load distribations over fin end rudder and ehordwise load distributions over rib V (see fig. 5) at times of maximum yaw for fishtails of Sgure 46.

Also, for illustrative purposes, time histories of the center-of-
load variation during the fishtails of figures 46 and 47 are
presented in figure 54 (b).

CONCLUSIONS

The conclusions are grouped under the general subject
heading from which they were derived. '

First load peak following a rudder kick (defiection load)

1. The deflection load can be determined with sufficient
sccuracy by the product of the moment of inertia and the
first maximum yawing acceleration divided by the tail length.

2. The minimum time used by the pilot to attain the
meximum rudder deflection at each flight condition appears
to be a constant.

3. The deflection load on the vertical tail of the test air-

plane reaches values close to those for an infinite rate of
control deflection.

Second load peak following a rudder kick (dynamic load)

1. The dynamic load can be determined with sufficient
accuracy by the sum of the component of load necessary to
balance the unstable yawing moment of the wing-fuselage
combination in sideslip and the component of load due to
angular acceleration in yaw.

2. After the initial rudder kick the return of the rudder
to trim was, in general, made at the time of maximum side-
slip so that the load due to abrupt reversal of the rudder
was superimposed at the time of masimum overshoot load.

3. A rational approximate formula based upon a U-type
control deflection satisfactorily expresses the upper limit
value of the measured dynamic loads for this airplane. This
formula is in terms of the sideslip-rudder ratio from steady-
flight results and a magnification factor which considers the
amount of directional damping in the airplane.
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FiGURE 53.—Spanwise load distrjbutions over fin and rudder and chordwise load distributions over rib V (see fig. 5} at times of maximum yaw for fishtails of figure 47,

Load distributions

1, The critical loads on the rudder are associated with the
deflection load. The deflection load on the rudder is ap-
proximately equal to the total deflection load on the tail.

2. The critical loads on the fin are associated with the
dynamic load on the tail. The upper limit of the measured

dynamic loads on the fin is satisfactorily expressed as the
fraction_of the total dynamic load which would be earried
for the rudder at zero.

3. At the time of maximum fin load the spanwise center
of load on the fin is 10 percent farther outboard than thc
design air-load distribution.
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Fishtail maneuvers

[. The maximum loads measured during the fishtail ma-
neuvers were no greater than those which would result from
a hypothetical U-type rudder kick in which the rudder is
returned to zero at the time of maximum sideslip.

2. Asmight be expected, the pilot tends to work the rudder
in phase with the natural frequency of the airplane.

3. At resonance the rudder angle and sideslip angle are

90° out of phase so that at maximum sideslip the rudder
deflection is zero and the load is proportional to the sideslip
angle. .
4. An abrupt stopping action in which the rudder is kicked
against the swing results in high rudder loads. If the control
is worked against the airplane swing, the phase relation be-
tween the rudder and fin loads is disturbed so that the loads
become additive.

L:4NGLEY MEMORISL AERONAUTICAL LABORATORY,
NATIONAL ADVisorY COMMITTEE FOR AERONATUTICS,
Lavcerey Fieup, Va., April 9, 1947.
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TABLE I.—GEOMETRIC CHARACTERISTICS

Wing:
Area, sq ft o ___ 236
Span, £t e L 37. 29
Mean aerodynamie chord, ft___ .. ___________________ 6.8
Root chord, £t . _ 9
Section at root . ______________________ ———m \'AC& 2215
Sectionat tip_ .. .. NACA 2209
Angle to thrust line, deg_ - ___________ 1
Dihedral, deg_ - _ o 6
Aspectratioo oo .. .59

Engine:
Ty pe o .. Allison V-1710-F4iR
Normal power at 10,800 ft, hp _________________________ 1000
Propeller gearratio_ ... ... .. S 2:1

Propeller diameter, ff-__ . 11
Flight operation:

Average weight in flight, lb____________________________ _ 8200
Average position, pereent M. A. C..o . _____________ .20.5
Vertieal tail surface: o

Total area, sq ft_ _ . L _______ 22. 9
Height above fuselage, ft______________________________ 5. 67
Fin area (less fairingarea), sq ft - _____________________ 9.18
Rudder area (including 1.94 sq ft of balance and 0.55 sq ft

of tab), sq ft_ - .. .. 13. 74
Distance from e. g. to rudder hinge line, ft. ____ . _________ 20.13

Fin offset, deg. - - e 0
Horizontal tail surface:

Total area, sq ft - - _ - 483
Span, ft L __ 12.79
Stabilizer area (including 3.5+ sq ft of fuselage), sq ft.__._ 30. 86
Elevator area (including 3.8 sq ft of balance and 1.68 sq ft

of tab), sq ft_ _ . 17 44
Distance from wing root L. E. to elevator hinge line, ft___ 20. 0

Stabilizer set above thrust line, deg_ . __________________ 2
Horizontal tail above fuselage center line, ft________.___.__
Maximum elevator deflection (up), deg. - - ... _____...
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TABLE II.—STEADY-SIDESLIP TESTS

Ve 48 As As, AN, g v ,
5 . f AN, AN, i
Run tpn) | () 7 Q@ | en | e | aw | @) | oaw [ aCk | A0k Al
Power on
L% | 0100 | 0.007 | -2 102 -1 101 0.1 | —o.002 0.155
X 1109 007 7.55 —162 2% ~136 | —288 0f0 | —.208
15. 50 1108 -007 13.30 —235 8 e | -3 a3 | -7
=505 L0435 Wi | Sums 120 | —28 87 077 -0 1050
s J044 004 | —430 26 | -2 221 159 | —.015 J143
~12.00 Josd 04 | —7.05 w7 | —&7 249 93 | =03 150
5.30 [043 J004 250 ~186 38 -9 | =16 02 ) — 09
815 1045 J004 5.10 —256 107 178 | —lss 070 | 17
10,15 [045 004 885 —388 150 T | gl or | —ie2
3,80 ~030 004 | —12d 178 | -1 157 064 |~ 007 “057
—5.45 .030 . Q04 —2.29 275 —54 22 .008 —. 019 .078
7.2 1030 004 | g 18 | —cs 350 4T | S 1123
2,70 [030 “004 14 —157 ) 105 | -0 W05 | —0d2
3.65 -030 J004 2.01 ~257 8 “185 | —.ogs 0w | —oh
5.35 1030 “004 34 —377 133 YR R 51 | —.083
~2.0 J022 J004 —8 17 | -39 140 038 | —009 “aa1
2550 J023 04 | —1.05 %7 | —m 197 60 | —.oi7 “0d4
435 J023 004 | —1.05 a1 | -4 225 oz | —loz 1050
115 -023 1004 55 —100 39 -5 | -0z 000 | —o12
2.2 022 1004 299 Za% 80 15 | —los 08 | —a
3.2 “02 ~004 2.20 Y 122 2z | —lom w0 | -0
~1.00 J012 “002 03 ) | -4 113 o2 1 —lo0s ‘017
~iles J013 003 -7 09 | o1 143 ‘032 | —009 Jo23
—2.10 J013 J003 17 32 | —68 185 038 | =010 J028
-50 J013 1003 54 —154 46 —107 | ~02 7 ST
190 J013 003 ‘83 —250 74 ~17%6 | —.038 o1 | -0
110 013 003 133 —315 94 a1 | ~los ord | —.034
<180 2009 ~002 -0 124 | -4 T 0 | —006 -009
~L10 2008 02 | =13 14 | —59 106 w0 | =07 J013
.75 1008 1002 18 —169 36 -132 | —g21 004 | —.o18
5 2009 J002 a8 —2% 44 T A 05 | —oat
Power off
—12.45 —6.08 s | -3 100 o201 | —0.022 0.18
~1632 —9.18 153 | —28 124 B9 | —.0i 107
—19.82 —1403 1 | —e2 125 290 | —0% 1162
5.28 567 % 2 =7 — o0 1 -2
13.68 547 ~160 39 0T YRR 060 | =190
16.13 12.22 —174 54 —128 - 253 .07 ~ 107
~5.60 238 137 | -39 7 08 | —lo 1050
—10.22 —6m %2 | —101 167 306 | —oo8 gt
—12.28 —9.50 367 | —128 217 a1 | —losd (142
5.35 409 —138 51 ~109 | —lo87 032 | —loos
7.77 6.05 —230 68 —184 —~: 161 .045 -, 121
187 10.80 =338 112 Zoas | —lam o | 163
—5.47 17 175 | <49 | 1 62 | —oi7 J042
—5%2 32 286 | —92 169 095 | —033 [060
—7.52 —4.67 352 —163 152 .125 —. 058 .068
283 233 —170 62 -5 | ~l080 02 | -l
R 3.1 Z2s %6 T 034 | —.088
543 5.03 T35 138 Zaiz | -2 0 | —.ovs
—2.8 —1.07 0 | —48 8 09 | -0 030
hee Z5.67 30 | -9 160 92 | —.033 1050
—6.67 —3.07 343 | —145 193 22 | —esl 69
2.08 118 —113 37 82 | —.00 03 | —c28
3.38 2,48 —i10 73 18 | —lo09 0% | —oas
3.8 373 —246 108 Z1g |~ 030 | —.os2
g o3 2 -2 — s | -0l | —.co3
=1 —18 7 5 —12 005 (003 | —.C08
37 o 1 -1 —u4 007 | —000 | —.009
=7 B 105 4@ — T 027 | —00s | —.009

« Initial steady-flight value (increment from wings-level trim).




TABLE ITL—RUDDER KICKS

|
: v g Al- e 1 as 5 ¥ ¢ 0 i a8 i ANy, | ANy | ANy, | AN | AN, | AN, At
o . 4 " " ¢ " 1 | 2 2 t
FURNE ) Ran |l Fower | o | Te | Q| tide | ] | @eiy | (aomse) | (radecd| (radised) | radisedd | (radjsect| (e | (radieen| ) | 0wy | am' | awy | awt | awt | s
1 0 14, 000 7h 28,08 | 0,224 —0, 200 0. 082 0,186 8. 66 30,0 115 [0 520 R B 0. 90
8 [ 0 10, 000 —b5 —73.13 347 ., 194 -, 179 e, 240 —4, 87 —61.0 —180 —100 130 138 220 . 80
""""" 7 0 10,000 [ ... —45, 05 , 285 178 [, -, 157 I —43,0 —70 -123 72 3 75 L8
9 0 10, 000 . 03,00 | nnno- -, 206 . 046 . 056 ——— 64, 1585 216 —322 —216 ~—038 1,10
8 { 2| 198.7 | Rateqd . (] 6,000 [ ~138 | —5,80 | —57.04 341 220 —. 203 -, 238 —0, M —. 456 ~58,0 --18'7 —193 460 53 813 1 i3]
'''''''' 41108,2 | Rated... 0 6, 000 126 4,06 43.48 -, 274 —, 187 054 145 b, 62 . 204 15,0 159 138 ~408 46 —428 2,10
21 VR 412080 | Rated_.. 0 6, 000 . -~-11,91 —43.43 ,BR3 440 —, 304 -, 372 ~19, 38 -, 871 -35.0 ~418 —485 810 60 880 .70
1 0 8, 000 271 6,44 16,85 | —, 4358 —, 208 078 1588 18, 53 L7256 10,0 373 305 —830 | ~188 — 063 .00
8h...... 2 D] 6, 000 285 6, 44 A5, 20 -, 487 -, 319 e irg . 186 . L7368 42,0 360 332 708 — 160 — 058 .80 7
3 0 6,000 | —~271 -7.73 —22.40 BI4 308 —, 208 —~ 205 | ... —. 659 ~20,0 ~182 ~230 735 188 790 1,00
[ 12085 Qu..... 0 6,000 | —332 —4, 51 —20.17 L0624 . 246 —, 228 -, 202 ~8.84 | —1,187 80, 0 = 4430). =400 1115 158 1468 .80
1Mo, -oe 2285 0On..... (] 6,000 | ~328 ~=d, {1 ~16, 15 L 800 . 260 -, 228 —, 300 ~0,11 | —1, 082 124, 0 ~B04 ~ 450 1207 7% 1400 V76
o ] Bl 27,0 On._... [\] 6, 000 269 4,03 36,30 -, (1562 ~.134 (87 127 6, 80 877 10,0 368 370 ~1186 - 83 1186 . Bb
42080 | On..... 0 6, 000 280 3, 86 17.22 ~, A1 -, 224 067 154 8, 60 T8 14,0 332 250 ~1115 ~ 80 - 1067 W70
oo | on.,.,. 0 . - 7, 000 26 —8, 62 —@8, 48 158 . 167 -, 020 -, 000 -, 01 . ~3(h 0 - 08 ~08 | .. 2,00
g fl 2|00t omll g ol | mooe| s2| 7s| eoss| -~z | ~.188 ~031 2034 sag | L1 170 79 o5 | Il 53,00
" 31028 Of .. 0 e . 7,000 | —32| —11,80 | -116,23 178 194 —. 010 ~, 018 -8,20 1 ... ~2, b B2 ~107 | ..... 2,80
4110L,0 | OfF ... 1] e . 6, 000 38 10, 86 86,42 | -, 148 -, 178 081 046 6,63 | ... 36, b 85 117 wman 2,40
’2 10L,0 | Of...... 1} - -em 8, 000 . 25, 53 124, 60 -, 417 -, 377 002 10 —-0,01 ] .- L0 184 280 | .- >1,00
B 3| ne | om 0 TV T | o0 | Zos| 20080 | —41.90 | 206 366 -3 | 1m0 | D220 —30,0 | ~131 | —133 | 2277 <120
41 100,0 | OfN_..... 0 ——— . 60001 ... 28, 02 70, 94 —, 360 —. 422 + 066 100 12,49 | aaes 27,0 180 109 | ... >1,30
511010 | On..._. 4] - - , 000 1 .. ~21,46 | —184,74 V274 . S (R, 017 —8,01 camae —46,0 | ~1i4 —188 | ... 1,30
\ ? 200,01 OV, 0 - . 6,000 [ —200 | ~10.30 | —86,72| ...... —, 24 ~, 201 =10, 78 .on.-. 83,0 | ~308 445 702 ~—&f 720 , 88
Thee |l 3110200 OO0 0 s | 01 000 a8 1208 |  7o03| LI . 008 V2R3 7| o 90,0 | 852 405 ~760 | —98 —~833 1,00
41197,0 | Off ... 0 - e 6,000 | —212 | -9,08 1 —22.81| __.... —, 182 173 —10,80 [ meens —28,0 | ~361 -—305 669 —136 540 | >1,20
5| 208, on ..... 0 . —— 6, 000 223 9, 8 32,65 | ...... 075 140 12,7 .. 32, 203 308 —708 —101 —807 , 90
a1204,6| OfN...... 0 . . 6,000 | ~—354 4,83 —42,44 . 761 — 171 -, 220 -=0,11 | —1,170 —~150 ] -—468 ~48b 14056 173 1639 .08
Ma.. b 7|85 0nl Il 0 O Tl oo | w8 | ~408 | —suss |  LBsI — 14 | 109 | —820 | —.018 27,0 | ~305 | ~—268 1088 | 217 1160 180
812008 0f0,..... 0 . [ 8, 000 332 4,90 48,10 —., 21 087 177 7,60 L8138 30,0 318 300 —-97h —569 ~1077 . 80
9 9, on,..... 0 - - 6, 000 300 4, 51 HH1 | —,411 , 067 142 8,49 . 848 —10,0 284 190 ~1070 ~R6 ~-1111 .48
2. { 5| 157,85 on...... 21,00 | .oa7 | 004 | 6000 | —301 | ~30.15 | —137,88 | .70 o | 207 | —27,08| — 728 | ~142.0| —268 | ~d20 e | 12 0] Lo
G| 104,56 | On,.en | 15,40 043 | 004 6,000 306 17,40 143, 47 —. 897 -, 083 466 20,48 740 15,0 126 405 —~Q18 0 978 1.00
11 204,0 | Rated . -4, 80 087 | .007 | 6,000 230 8,76 11,62 -, 344 120 187 13, 44 . 508 18,0 271 220 —813 —44 838 1,10
2., ... 2 [ 198,58 | Ratad ~0520 [ 061 2007 [ 6,000 230 7,26 53, 20 — 802 137 L8 12,60 . BRY 65, 0 2952 318 —728 — 50 -~ 780 1,20
311975 | Ratad . 530 [ L0682 ,007 | 6,000 | ~267 [ —H.68 -, b L 580 v, 200 S22 [ 14,84 -, 852 —49,0 1 ~#48-| 370 870 —~8 858 » 80
4 198, 5 | Rated.. 4,00 | 0061 ,007 | 6,000 | —~276 | ~—0,60 | —02 20 . 708 -, 177 —, 283 ~18, 20 - G649 -77,0 | ~385. —452 843 a1 808 05
i1, I { 11190,0] On...... -8,70 [ 032 | ,004 | @ 000 3 084 80,47 | ~, 018 , 143 222 14,70 , 580 13,0 220 34H —872 —40 —~800 70
2.(198,8 | On...... 7.00 | ,032( ,004 | 6000 | —848 | —12,08 | —09,80) L8708 | 482 [ ..., — 218 | aeee. -, 780 —115,0 | —610 —G08 1020 —4h 019 , 88
T S { 1(209,8{ On...... 450 018 | 003 6,000 | —368 | —a,41 — 83, 2 , 810 311 -, (85 . 263 —~0, 56 —, 930 ~20,0 1 ~475 —~465 1258 =20 1235 .35
2| 200,0 | On...... —~4.00 | .018 [ .003 | 64000 339 5, 60 68,67 | —, 866 —, 204 2 086 204 9, 66 L 720 90,0 597 640 —1180 152 ~§00 L 80
7 { T 180,0 | Off...... 1907 | ... - ‘6,000 | —420 | ~26, 86 | —125, 91 362 , 6861 192 207 | —20,76 —, 087 —85,0 | —460 ~540 10058 28 1050 1,40
8| 184,0 | OMF...... —1565 | ... wan 6, 000 446 28,17 189,46 | —1, 066 —, B88 —. 043 363 20,76 , 878 1356, 0 528 630 ~— 060 33 ~880 1,10
GLes0 | Oft ... —4,00f ... e 8, a2 10, 95 18, 94 =, A4 —, 336 L1038 ~, 406 16, 80 + 821 7,0 286 263 —8308 —30 832 . 60
120 ... 61 200,6 { O.___.. =500 | .. e 6,000 264 10, 95 03,82 | -, 008 -~, 368 ,114 - 363 15,68 , A 102,0 383 475 —701 —14 —776 , 85
71Mne | on ... 5,40 | ... . 6,000 | —321 | —10,47 68, 24 1] 487 —, (87 —, 99 ~14, 56 -, 303 —=50,0 | —305 -300 862 130 1010 . 60
81 200,0( Off ..... 810 | ... . 6,000 { —313 | —9,00 | —148,30 . 627 , 358 -, 057 —, 046 | —12,60 ~, 043 —-§7,0 | -301 —358 750 115 847 . 8%
18, e { 311080 Off......] —8.85| ... wn 6,000 304 13,53 100,33 | —. 804 -, 414 , 126 261, 20,72 . 651 103, 0 305 800 ~1012 50 —020 v
4| 168, 5 [ P 8,80 ... . 6,000 | —354 | —10,63 |} —110,88 V716 02 | s -, 215 7| "—186, 80 -, 847 | ~100,0 [ ~B85 =00 000 ~8 075 1,08
b2 — - { 312000 OfF...... KO0 | ... - 6,000 | —420 [ —06,18 | ~—48,88 740 816 - 178 300" -0, 86 | ~,773 -850 | —4ib —308 1216 | —1380 1085 3,20
.4 288,56 | O, ... e A4 - 6, 000 332 0,41 63, 74 -, 708 -, %71 . 43 —, 316 0, 66 , 608 7.0 4h0 422 ~1108 1568 ~1018 2,70

o Initial steady-flight; value (increment from wings-level frjm),

GGG STIVLHSIA ANV SHOIE dEAdNY ONIUQJ SHOVAYAOS TIVL TVOLIYMEA HHL NO SNOILOFIYISIE GVOT ANV SavoT




536 REPORT NO. 885—NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE FOR AERONAUTICS

TABLE IV—RUDDER KICKS (IN WHICH NO LOADS WERE MEASURED)

“
)
2k
2

Y . { - - . - n N ™
. v 28 Altitnde’ AT, | 46 5 P v g 4 a8 ¥
Flight Run | o hy Power @ig) 7 Qe e ‘ 5 | ew |(Geglsee) E (rad/fsect) | (rad/ssc) | (radfsec) | (rad/scet}| (deg} | (rad/sect)
1 102 0. 0.117 | 0.007 | 10,000 —28 —6.50 34, 0.172 0.111 —0.138 —0.143
2 100 0 L1221 L0071 10,000 86 8.13 —. 341 —. 255 . 087 . 164
[, 3 100 0 L122 ) L007 § 10,000 —29 —4.88 2133 . 089 —. 153 —. 139
5 100 Q .122 007 | 10, 000 —97 11.06 —.375 —. 300 L102 204
8 100 [} 122 Q07 | 10,000 - 7.15 —.254 —. 166 .04l . 061
1 100 ¢ 480 (29 | 10,000 | —159 —8.37 .31 .187 —. 268 —.27
fa 2 100 [1] 480 029 | 10,000 | —174 | ~10.30 . 276 176 —.241 —. 217
""""""""" 3 100 ] 480 029 | 10,000 153 10.95 —. 408 —. 275 102 104
4 100 7_0 . 489' 029 | 10,000 :2}9 17.71 — 549 —. 374 .107 . 203
£ 01 200 ’ 0 060 007 6,000 | —157 3.87 209 204 —.214 —. 108
3 200 0 060 €07 6, 000 102 2.90 —. 193 —. 143 .032 . 109
8 5 200 0 060 007 6,000 | —280 —8.53 . 564 .330 —. 321 —. 356
""""""""" & 200 0 060 007 6,000 | —287 | —13.01 . 850 . 478 — 471 —. 483
! 7 200 0 060 Q07 6, 000 234 7.08 —. 420 —.319 064 . 180
8 200 0 060 Qo7 6, 000 261 7.41 —. 501 —. 308 064 136
1 200 ] 060 007 6, 000 . —.330 _064 156
FL P, 2 200 0 060 i 6,000 350 869 4L8l: ______ ~.352 . 088 2156
3 200 0 QE0 007 | 6,000 427 . 275 —. 310 —.272
8b. o 4 0 032 .004 ] 6,000 675 385 —. 257 —. 369
1 1] 024 004 | 6,000 541 224 —. 160 —. 208
1 2 0 024 ] .004 | 6,000 458 190 —. 160 —. 204
""""""""" 3 1] 024 004 s —. 497 —. 157 . 057 143
4 1] 024 | .004 6, 000 —. 278 —.174 . 068 106
) 1 T, 5 )] 024 004 8, Q00 . 576 218 ... —. 258
1 [i] — —— 8§, 000 —, (83 —.122 026 .033 0.62 -
2 1] - _— 8§, 100 200 —. 010 —. 007 —8. 84 -
4 —eeme 3 0 - — 6, 000 081 . 161 —. 004 —~§.11 -
4 1] _— - 6,000 —. 195 —. 178 020 062 7.18 -
5 0 —— — 6, 000 324 272 —. 018 — 007 =820 -
1 0 oo | — | 6000 .330 268 0 . —.040 | —9.39
2 0 —— . 8, 000 — —. 220 050 026 9.39
22 Y, 3 1] _— —— 6, 000 —. 215 —. 189 . 026 045 5.52
4 0 —— —— 6, 000 .214 222 —.026 ~. 021 —06.91
! 5 0 —— - 6, 000 —. 218 —. 200 .031 031 6.91
L3 P, 5 1] —— — 5, 500 309 333 | .- -, 009 | —10.50
1 Q —— —— 6, 0600 .215 250 —.010 —. 013 —~8.84
2 (1% — - 6, 000 —. 245 —. 220 020 043 6.08
7 P, 3 1] - —— 6, 000 225 278 | o —. (24 —9. 67
4 1] - — 6, 000 —. 244 —. 266 026 . 043 11.05
. 5 a -—— — 6, 600 —. 254 —.278 .031 074 8.29
1 0 - - 6, 000 335 . 278 —. 019 —6.91
L ST 6 0 . —_— 6, (0 —.251 —. 278 . 063 12.98
7 0. ——— - 6, 000 173 . 266 — 010 | oo
1 Q . - 6, 000 388 104 —, 004 —8.15
2 Q —— 6, 000 —. 257 —. 155 . 030 6.91
" 3 Q - 6, 000 .233 . 167 —. 059 —8.01
""""""""" 4 Q 6, 000 —.230 —. 133 024 5.80
5 o T 5000 | oo | oo | e § e 006t e | —008 | e
6 ¢ - ——— 5, 000 736 .344 —. 233 —.218 | —13.26
1 [ 6, 000 368 297 —. 187 —.192 | —9.67
2 0 6, 000 —. 442 —. 297 . 054 153 7.87
£ 3 0 6, 000 478 352 —. 268 —. 236 | ~10.50
4 0 6, 000 —. 525 - 297 054 188 6.91
5 0 — - 6, 000 588 319 —.214 —. 261 | —12,18
bl TR 1 0 - — 6,000 .- | —1L39| —T70.20| ool | oo —i 257 — 314§ —11.88 ————
5 300 Q —— ——- 6, 000 336 140 —. 057 —. 150 ~0.21 —. 320
11 ] 300 Q - - 6, 000 403 168 —.114 —.131 ~8.91 —. 777
""""""""" 7 300 Q - — 6, 0600 —. 389 —. 157 057 133 5.94 460
8 300 Q —— _— 6, 000 —. 404 -, 213 046 104 6.49 L7206
D8 £ B & 300 0 .. — 6, 000 526 168 —. 086 —.152 | —8. 56 —~1.117
1 200 —5.25 .033 004 6, 000 228 7.08 22.26 —. 382 —. 308 114 12.60 504
{19 2 200 —5.45 L0335 .004 [ 6,000 313 8.69 71.89 —. 510 —. 347 114 13.72 <597
g TEmmeTmmTmmmmmmmmms 3 200 5.95 .033 . 004 6, 000 . —~9. 66 —71.54 75T 420 —. 171 —16.24 —. 621
' 4 200 3.65 .033 | - 004 6,000 —— —8.37 —82.40 606 .336 — 141 —13.72 -, 574
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e Ipitial steady-flight value (inerement from wings-level trim).

TABLE V.—FISHTAIL MANEUVERS
[Altitude, 6000 (t]

. Max. Max
Initial Mean | Max. loed Max. .
Flight Run ?mpe%c% Power Ad As flyst cycle load rt{éia%er load Remarks
b - (deg) | (degy | (b) () (b an
16 {1 150 9.0 —600 —670 —160 —660 [YAttempt to maximize loads (high side-
ek duatel 1 V4 151 14.0 —450 570 125 630 slip amplitude).
1 151 1.9 960 1070 —420 —780
18a 2 154 1.5 —780 —1070 —300 —730 {lAttempt to maximize loads (rudder
Rkttt 1 1 151 16.0 720 940 350 660 kiek against swing).
4 153 1.0 —610 —930 270 —710 ||
28a {1 199 . 7.5 - 880 —1200 —29G 3970 i c ‘ze loads (high
----------- 2 198 s 1000 |° 1130 200 830 - .
1 200 3.18 380 640 —2i0 650
S 2 2 .00 m il s @ i‘LNatural mil 1 fishtail,
4 345 1.50 640 —84b —2X —760




